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WHICHEVER IS LONGER, FROM THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 
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3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for forma! matters, prosecution as to the merits is 
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DETAILED ACTION 



Information Disclosure Statement 
The information disclosure statement (EDS) submitted on August 5, 2003 is in 
compliance with the provisions of 37 CFR 1.97. Accordingly, the information disclosure 
statement is being considered by the examiner. 

Specification 

The title of the invention is not descriptive. A new title is required that is clearly 
indicative of the invention to which the claims are directed. 



Claim Objections 

Claims 1, 5 and 8 are objected to because of the following informalities: grammatical 
errors in the claim language. Appropriate correction is required. 



Double Patenting 

Claims 5-7 are objected to under 37 CFR 1 .75 as being a substantial duplicate of claims 
1, 4 and 2, respectively. When two claims in an application are duplicates or else are so close in 
content that they both cover the same thing, despite a slight difference in wording, it is proper 
after allowing one claim to object to the other as being a substantial duplicate of the allowed 
claim. See MPEP § 706.03(k). 
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Claim Rejections -35 USC §103 
The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1-3, 5 and 7 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Smith 
(US 2003/0149917) in view of Ferlitsch (US 2004/0263899). 

Regarding claim 1, Smith teaches a scheduling system for an MFP to provided scheduled 
readiness of the MFP, comprising: 

an MFP having an EMail address associated therewith [0024]; 

an EMail system for generating user EMAILS and transmitting the generated EMAILS 
[0024]; and 

a readiness specification which is contained in a user-generated EMail and which sets 
parameters controlling the readiness of the MFP [0024-0025, 0031]. 

However, Smith does not explicitly teach an acknowledgment mechanism in the MFP for 
generating a reply EMail, indicating that the readiness specification has been received and 
entered; and an error message generator in the MFP for generating a reply EMail indicating that 
the readiness specification has not been entered. 

In an analogous art, Ferlitsch teaches an acknowledgment mechanism in the MFP for 
generating a reply EMail, indicating that the readiness specification has been received and 
entered (figure 3:306); and 
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an error message generator in the MFP for generating a reply EMail indicating that the 
readiness specification has not been entered [0037 and 0039]. At the time the invention was 
made, one of ordinary skill in the art would have been motivated to employ an acknowledgment 
mechanism in order to provide status for the user, so that he or she may take corrective action if 
necessary, thus ensuring that the readiness MFP works for its intended purpose. 

Regarding claim 2, although Smith does not explicitly teach the email system including 
Microsoft Outlook™, he teaches an email system that sends an MFP to provide scheduled 
readiness. Regardless of what email client he uses, it nevertheless provides substantially the 
same result as claimed. 

Regarding claim, Smith teaches the system of claim 1 wherein said readiness 
specification includes a starting command [0021-0022]. 

Allowable Subject Matter 

Claims 8 and 9 are allowed. The prior art of record does not teach or suggest, in 
combination with every other limitations in the claim, a readiness specification which is 
contained in a user generated email, including a starting command having form: mm/dd/yyy 
hh:mm [am/pm] [repeat. . .]. 

Claims 4 and 6 are objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base claim, but would 
be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the limitations of the base claim 
and any intervening claims. 
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Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Alina N. Boutah whose telephone number is 571-272-3908. The 
examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday (9:00 am - 5:00 pm). 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, David A. Wiley can be reached on 571-272-3923. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



pi£> 

ANB 



